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Wang did not file a petition for review of the underlying removal order. We
therefore lack jurisdiction to review it. See8 U.S.C. § 1252(b).

The Board of Immigration Appeals did not abuse its di scretion, Shaar v.
INS, 141 F.3d 953, 955 (9th Cir. 1998), by denying Wang's untimely filed motion
to reopen. New evidence of an already existing circumstance does not constitute a
“changed circumstance] ] arising in the country of nationdity or in the country to
which deportation has been ordered.” 8 C.F.R. 8 3.2(c)(3)(ii).

DENIED.



